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CLARENCE H. LEISTER No. 12105 Equity

Plaintiff Q in the
Vs g Circuit Court
DORIS R. LEISTER : for
Defendant : Carroll County
DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were reaa and considered ©y
the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this _i?_‘_ dng o | i g
Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
Clarence H. Leister, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Doris R. leister; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECRELD that the

Plaintiff, Clarence H. Leister, pay the cost of these pro-

ceedings.
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AUDREY A. HARMAN 3 No. 12089 Equity
Plaintiff 3 in the
vs : Circuit Court
GEORGE GRANT HaRMAN g feor
Defendant : Carroll County

DZCREE

This cause standing ready for hearing anc being subzitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings were reaa ond considered by the
Court:

WHEREUPCN IT IS URDERED ©his _jZé{.aay of Zéil:i:;’ Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Audrey A.
Harman, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII" from
the Defendant, George Grant Harman; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED &nd DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Brian Edward harman, Blaine Allan Harman and
Cecelia Ann Harman, the infant children of the parties hereto, De
and it is hereby awarded unto the Flaintiff, Audrey A. Harman, with
the right unto the Defendant, George Grant Harman, to visit said
children at reasonable times and under proper circumstances; all
subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the pertinent
parts of the Agreement by and between the parties hereto dated
May 14, 1969, and filed in this cause of action, be and they are
hereby approved and made & part hereof as if fully set forth herein;
except that the provisions as to support payments and medical which
shall be as follows: the Defendant shall pay direct unto the
Plaintiff, the sum cf $14 .00 per week per child, for a tetal of
$4,2.00 per week toward their support, and shall carry BRlue Cross
and Blue Shield insurance plus optical and dental coverage, or like

insurance, for each child; subject to the further Order of this Court,
and

It is further ORDERED that the Defendant, George Grant Harman,

pay the cost of these proceedincs.
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CHARLES W. HORMAN NO. 12078 EQUITY
Plaintiff IN THE

-v- CIRCUIT COURT

BRENDA R. HORMAN FOR

Defendant. CARROLL COUNTY

OPINION AND DECREE

The Plaintiff herein has filed Exceptions to the Re-
port of the Master pursuant to Rule 502f. He excepts to the Re-
commendation of the Master that the requested divorce based on
the ground of adultery be denied by reason of condonation.

The Master has relied on the case of Toulson v. Toulson,

93 Md. 754. This case quotes with approval Burns v. Burms, 60

Ind. 259 as follows:
r . . it was said that sexual intercourse

'will be inferred, nothing appearing to the con-

trary, from the fact of living together of hus-

band and wife.’”
In the Toulson case. supra, we find that the wife claims to have
cohabited with her husband after his discovery of her adultery
while he denies same. In our case both parties claim that there
has been no marital relationship after the date of October 17,
1970, at which time the wife had been guilty of adultery with one
Larry Thompson. This would seem to distinguish the Toulson case.

While one might feel that this situation smacks of

collusion which would raise the degree of corroboration required,

we think that this burden has been met Iy the gdditional proof of
the wife's brother. In other words, we cannot find that the hus-
band did condone the illicit relationship of the wife by living

_ in the same bedroom with her, since both parties deny such condone-

ment as did the corroborative witness. (We have no evidence that

the wife was sleeping in the same bed with the husband.)

FM'%‘”“' L9
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In addition, and possibly more important, we understand
that condonation must be proved affirmatively as a defense by the
person rel;ing on same. 8 MLE, Divorce, Sect. 8l. 1In this case
we have neither the allegation by the Defendant of condonation
nor do we have any attempted proof thereof. Therefore, we feel
that the Exceptions filed on behalf of the Plaintiff should be
sustained and that the Order of the Master should be revised
accordingly.

It is thereupon, this 9th day of June, 1971, by the
Circuit Court for Carroll County, ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED
that Charles W. Horman, Plaintiff, be, and he is hereby, divorced
a vinculo matrimonii from Brenda R. Horman, Defendant.

It is further ORDERED that the guardianship and custody
of Pamela Lynn Horman and Charles Ernest Horman, the minor
children of the parties hereto, be, and it is hereby, awarded unto
the Defendant, Brenda R. Horman, with the right unto the Plaintiff,
Charles W. Horman, to visit said children at reasonable times and
under proper circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing
jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Charles W.
Horman, pay direct unto the Defendant, Brenda R. Horman, the sum
of $12.50 per week per child, for a total of $25.00 per week, to-

ward the support of the minor children, subject to the further

Order of this Court; and

I+ is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Charles W.

i
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LUCILLE E. JONES No. 11996 Equity

Plaintiff in the

Vs Circuit Ccurt
ALPH V. JONES 3 for

Defendant : Carroll County

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Flaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

WHEREUPCON IT IS ORDERED thislé%fgfday of June, Nineteen
Hundred and Sevenﬁy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Lucille
E. Jones, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONITI"
from the Defendant, Ralph V. Jones; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Wendolyn Sue Jones, the minor child of the
parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff,
Lucille E. Jones, with the right unto the Defendant, Ralph V. Jones,
to visit said child at reasonable times and under proper circum-
stances; all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of
thhisConrt'; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Ralph V. Jones, pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Lucille E. Jones,
the sum of $20.00 per week toward the support of the minor child,
subject to the further Order of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Lucille E. Jones,

pay the cost of these proceedings.

MARDEN L. BLUBAUGH
Plaintiff
Vs : Circuit Court
ODESSA L. BLUBAUGH : 1¥Cha

Defendant g Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being suocmnitted by

the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this ZZ.’:.J'day of June, Nineteen Hun-

dred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Marden L.
Blubaugh, be and he is hereby divorced "a VINCULO MATRIMONII"™ from
the Defendant, Odessa L. Blubaugh; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
shio and custody of william L. Blu?au:h, Marylnn L. Blubaugh, and
Deanna K. Blubaugh, the minor children of the parties hereto, be
and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff, Marden L. Blubaugh,
with the right unto the Defendant, Odessa L. Blubaugh, to visit said
children at reasonable times and under proper circumstances; all sub-
ject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDEREZD and DECREED that the Plaintiff

pay the cost of these proceedings.
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MAZIE ANN SCHAEFFER : No. 12124 Hguity
Plaintiff 2 in the

Vs Gircui Connt

HAROLD LEROY SCHAEFFER : for

Defendant 2 Carroll County
DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this Z,j’zz day of June, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above—named Plaintiff, Mazie Ann

Schaeifer, be and she is hereby divorced "4 VINCULO MATRIMCNIIY

from the Defendant, Harold Leroy Schaeffer; and
It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-

ship and custody of Wendie Ann Schaeffer and Jerrery LeRoy Schaeffer,

the minor children of the parties hereto, be and it is hereby
awarded unto the Plaintiff, Mazie Ann Schaeffer, with the right
unto the Defendant, Harold Leroy Schaeffer, to visit said children
at reasonable times and under proper circumstances; all subject,
however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Harold Leroy Schaeffer, pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Mazie Ann
Schaeffer, the sum of $12.00 per week per child, for a total of
$24 .00 per week, toward their support, subject to the further
Order of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the pertinent terms of the agree-
ment by and between the parties hereto dated March 11, 1969 and
filed in this cause of action, be and they are hereby approved
and made a part hereof as if fully set forth herein;

And it is further ORDERED that the Defendant, Harold Leroy

Schaeffer, pay the cost of these proceedings.

—
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KATHLEEN B. SHORB H No. 11995 Eguity
Plaintiff : i'm- e
Vs 2 Circuit Court
ROBERT J. SHORB, JR.

Defendant
DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this 252? day of June, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Kathleen

B. Shorb, be and she is hereby divorced ™A VINCULC MATRIMONII"
from the Defendant, Robert J. Shorb, Jr.; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDE?ED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Ronald David Shorb, the minor child of the
parties heréto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff,
Kathleen B. Shorb, with the right unto the Defendant, Robert J.
Shorb, Jr., to visit said child at reasonable times and under
proper circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing
jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Robert J. Shorb, Jr. pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Kathleen B.
Shorb, the sum of $20.00 per week toward the support of the minor
child of the parties, subject to the further Order of this Court;

And it is further ORDERED that the pertinent terms of the
agreement by and between the parties hereto dated June 28, 1968
and filed in this cause of action, be and they are hereby approved
and made a part hereof as if fully set forth herein;

And it is further ORDERED that the Defendant, Robert J. Shorb,

Jr., pay the cost of these proceedincs.




LIBER 5 PAGE g

GRS 3. GPLCIERE 3 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

Plaintiff a fee for her counsel, as well as the costs of this case.

—y- FOR CARROLL COUNTY (4) That the question of the ownership of the personal

ARCHIE C. ALLGIRE, Docket 21/227 property of the parties be, and the same is hereby, reserved

Defendant for future determination by this Court.
Eguity No. 11712

A ok ok Kk ok ko k Kk k k& Kk Kk k k k k& (5) That the supplemental cross bill of complaint

ARCHIE C. ALLGIRE ' of the said Archie C. Allgire against the said Agnes A. Allagire

Cross-Plaintiff be, and the same is, hereby dismissed.
—y-

AGNES A. ALLGIRE, et al.,

Cross-Defendant

D R R R ;;
lﬁ—

The supplemental bill of complaint of Agnes A. Allgire
against Archie C. Allgire and the supplemental cross bill of
complaint of Archie C. Allgire against Agnes C. Allgire, and the
respective answers to said bills, coming on for hearing, and being
submitted, testimeony was taken in open court, counsel were heard
and the proceedings read and considered.

It is, thereupon, this Qg_fday of June, 1971, by the
Circuit Court for Carroll County, sitting in Equity, Adjudged,
Ordered and Decreed as follows:

(1) That the said Agnes A. Allgire be, and she is hereby,
divorced a vinculo matrimonii from the said Archie C. Allgire.

(27 That the said Archie C. Allgire pay to the said

Agnes A. Allgire the sum of thirty-three dollars ($33.00) per

week as permanent alimony, subject to the further order of this

Court.

(3) That the said Archie C. Rllgire pavy to the said Agnes

. Allgire the sum of two hundred and fifty dollars ($250.00) as

C4L - %Mu?.(%

#7710 E D. Mask — 16X _
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G. SWEENEY No. 12035 Equity

16 EST G
Plaintiff in the

VS Chvpcuult Clowst

ROSALTINDA ZLIZABETH SWEENEY for

Defendant Carroll County
DECREL

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the oroceedings were read and considered bv
the Court: ,

L

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERZD this 7 = day of July, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Ernest
G. Sweeney, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMORII™
from the Defendant, Rosalinda Elizabeth Sweeney; and

It is further ADJUDG=D, ORDERED and DECRLED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Susanna Alexandra Sweeney, the infant child of
the parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto tne Defendant,
Rosalinda Elizabeth Sweeney, with the right unto the PlaintifL,
Ernest G. Sweeney, to visit said child at reasonab.ie times and under
proper circumstances; all subject, however, to tne C ntinuing
jurisdiction of this Court; and

Tt is further ADJUDZED, ORDER:D and DECRRED that tne Plaimtifr,
srnest G. Sweeney, pay direct unto the Defendant, =X
-

beth Sweeney, . f $125.00 per month toward tn

or i

Ic

Plaintiff

is

I

LIBER
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rae roceedings we . ) .
and being submitted

d and considered dYy

Y
J JLniny

IS ORDERED this 27-'%3 ol __;A /I/ ’

r-one, that the above- #med Plaintiff,

SHEREUPON 1

, David Carroll Uhler; and )
Nineteen Hundar and Sevent

It is further ADJUDGRD, URuU D C ' lans - . . - P B
loria June smeier, be and she nerebv divorced "A VINCULC

»dy of Patricia Arlene ler, r : i o ‘ n )
NII" from the Defendant, Chris Rossmeler, and

ind cus

Darlene Uhler, the infant children i ~ties heretc, be and it is —— R _ ‘ ' )
is furtner ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-

erebv awarded unto the Plaintiff, Karen Denise hler, with the richt i ) - o L
and custodv of Cynthia Bernice Rossmeier, tne infant child of

un the Defendant, David Carroll Uhler, to visit said children at ) = : BN |
the parties hereto, be and it is herebdy awarded unto the Plaintiff,

re nable times and under proper ~cumstances; all subject, however, . : ) . k )
yvloria June Rossmeier, with the right unto the Defendant, Chris

the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; &nd ) - : - )

Rossmeier, to visit said child at reasonable times and under proper
It is further ADJUDGED, ORDER:D &nd DECREED that the Defendant, . .

Clerk of the Circuit circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction
David Carroll Uhler, pay to the Flaintif: throuzh the PHEPFLide/Dépdiis
of this Court; aumd

or Carroll Cou y - ‘
383{} {ne sum o} 5?8.8&yber week per chiid, for a total of £30.00 per
It is further ORDERED that the question of child support be and
Wweek, toward their support, subject to the further Order of this Court; ~
it is hereby reserved for future determination; and
and
It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff pay the cost of

[t is further ORDERED that the Defendant, David Carreoll Uhler, pay : 3
these vroceedings.

4 U

~

the cos these proceedings.
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! CONNI®: DARLENE RHCDES
A (20844 T a i J y 2z =111 3 3
ARTHA HAPPEL W No. 12162 bi.llt;y Plalntlff
Plaintiff in the .
N < . s A
CalireunG. GLLiaE GER LEE 2HCDES
wrilTE Lor Defendant Carroll County
Carroll County
DECREE This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
d . ; ) ) the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by the
This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

. Court:
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

#HAEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this l/é/ dav of A > ,
the Court: T 74

| = ; 4( X Nineteen Hundred and 3eventy-one,
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERuzD this ZZ 7 day of
Connie Darlene Rhodes, be and she is hereby divorced "a VINCULO

that the above-fiamed Plaintiff,

Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above»flamed Plaintiff,

: i i 2 MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Roger Lee Rhodes; and
Mertha Happel white, be and she is hereby divorced "a VINCULO

4 . : B . . ; It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERmD and DECREED
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Richard J. J. White; and \
. =5 TR shipo and custody of Randy Lee Rhodes, the infant child of the
It is further ORDERZD, ADJUDGED and DECREzD that the name
S i Y A > . parties hereto, te and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff
of the Plaintiff, Martha Happel White, be &nd the same 1is d ’

. X = . Connie Darlene Rhodes, with the right unto the Defendant, Roger
hereby changed to Martha happel, her maiden name belore ner
) Lee Rhodes, to visit said child reasonable times and under
marriacge to the Defendant; and

% fa ORDERED that t intiff orover circumstances; all subject, however, to the contiruing
e il urther ORDERE at the FPlainti

1 jurisdiction this Court; and

cost of these proceedings and that the U >nd

o = . is further ADJUDGr~D, ORDER.D and DECREED that the Defen-
maining one-hal ereof.

dant, Roger Lee Rhodes, pay direct unto the Flaintiff, Connie
Darlene des, tne sum of $20.00 per week toward the support of
the child, subject tc the further Order of this Court; and
It is further ORDER:D that the vertinent terms of the Separa-
tion agreement petween tn ies dated Decemver 12, 1968,
Arreement, both fi i : i aekien,
re hereby arccor , ~ - > as if fully
nd

»r ORDERED ne i i ; nie Darlene Rhodes,

FOad- g 2
v \N

rYPRT PRIPIBO TN e vy
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MARILYN C. FRANTZ : No. 11389 Eguity
Plaintiff 3 in the

Vs 3 Circuit Court
MARK WILLIAM FRANTZ 3 fer

Defendant 3 Carroll County
DECREE

This cause standing ready for heering and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the procecdings were read and considered by
the Court:

WHEREUPON IT I3 ORDERED this.igzg day of
Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-mimed Plaimtiff,
Marilyn C. Frantz, be and she is hereby divecrced "A VINCULO
MATRIVONII" from tne Defendant, Mark William Frantz; &nd

It is further ADJUDGLD, ORDERED and DECRLED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Amy Lisa Frantz, the infant child of the parties
hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaiptiff, Mawrilym €.
Frantz, with the right unto the Defendant, Mark William Frantz, to
visit said child at reasonable times and under proper circumstances;
all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court;
2nd

t is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Mark William Frantz, pay direct unto the Flaintiff, Mearilyn C.
Frantz, the sum of §15.00 per week toward the support of the child,
subject to the further Order of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Defendant, Mark William Frantz,

pay the cost of these proceedings.
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CHARLES G. BEALL 3 No. 12081 Equity
Plaintiff : in the
Vs : Circuit Court
JOANN JOHNSCN BEALL : for

Defendant : Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintifl, the proceedings were reaad and considered by
the Court:

ol oy S L

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED thlSAZZ;z_ dav of <awe, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Flaintiff, Charles
G. Beall, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII"
from the Defendant, JoAnn Johnson Beall; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the
Plaintiff, Charles G. Beall, pay $75.00 to V. Lanny Harchenhorn,
Esquire, attorney for the Defendant, for counsel fee; and

it is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Charles G. Beall,

pay the cost of these proceedings.

u geﬁi;ﬁjf;’ -

cemcon seess;
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(KIE EDNA ESTELLA POFFENBERGER NO. 12083 EQUITY

Complainant & Cross-Respondent IN THE

e i CIRCUIT COURT
MERLE L. POFFENBERGER { FOR

Respondent & Cross-Complainant CARROLL COUNTY

OPINION AND DECREE

Okie Edna Estella Poffenberger, 63 year old Complainant,

has filed a suit against Merle L. Poffenberger, 60 year old Re-
spondent, seeking a divorce a vinculo matrimonii on grounds of
desertion and abandonment. She is seeking alimony and reasonable
counsel fees. There were no children born to the parties.

Merle L. Poffenberger has answered this Bill of Com-

plaint and denied the allegations of desertion and abandomment

and has, in turn, filed a Cross-Bill of Complaint seeking a di-

vorce vinculo matrimonii from the said Okie Edna Estella Poffen-
berger on the ground of abandonment and desertion. This Cross-
Bill of Complaint has been answered by the Cross-Respondent with
the usual denials.

On Friday, August 6, 1971, this matter came on fgr a
hearing and testimony was taken and argument of counsel heard.
The proof showed that the parties were married at Manchester in
Carroll County, Maryland, on January 20, 1968. It further showed.
that the parties lived together on weekends until March of 1968,
at which time the said Merle L. Poffenberger permanently removed
himself from the home which belagyed to Mrs. Poffenberger wherein
the parties resided from time to time. The Plaintiff and Cross-

Respondent alleges that the Respondent and Cross-Complaint left

Faltd - Sae. At
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her without cause or just reason; the Cross-Complainant and Re-
spondent by his testimony alleges that the Cross-Respondent and
Complainant was guilty of constructive desertion. TkLere is no
corroboration of the claim of Okie Edna Estella Poffenberger that
her husband left her without just cause, the only testimony to
this end being elicited from a neighbor who says that she saw
Mr. Poffenberger leave the house on March the 1st or thereabouts

and drive away. She knows nothing of the circumstances surrcund-

ing this action. There was no other attempted corroboration of
Mrs. Poffenberger’s allegation.

On the other hand, Merle L. Poffenberger testified that
his wife no longer wanted to live with him and that she in fact
first suggested an annulment which is borne out by a note in the
handwriting of Edna Poffenberger consenting to such an action.

Mr. Poffenberger further alleyes that his wife told him to come and
get his belongings and that she wanted to end the marriage. This
again is borne out and corroborated by a letter from ”Edna” to
"Merle Poffenberger” dated March 21, 1968. This letter appears

to have been mailed to Mr. Poffenberger on March 21, 1968. 1In
spite of the vociferious denials of counsel for Mrs. Poffenberger,
the Court is convinced from a lucubration and comparison of the
handwriting on the said envelop with the handwriting on the let-
ter and with the acknowledged signature and other documents filed
herein that the addressor of the envelop and the scrivener of the
letter of March 21 wex one and the same., The Court is not im-
pressed with the claim that the documents filed herein must have
been taken from her house by some unknown person or persons. In
fact, Mrs. Poffenberger admits to having written the instruments,

A
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though denying the envelcp. It is very doubtful that she would
have written them without having mailed or delivered them. 1In
any event, the Court feels that they are a good indication of the
state of mind of Oakie Edna Estella Poffenberger and sufficient
to corroborate the claim of Merle L. Poffenberger that she was
guilty of conmstructive desertion. Since the parties have not
lived together since their separation in March of 1968, and since

there appears to be no hope of reconciliation between the parties,

the Court will grant the divorce as prayed to Merle L. Poffenberger.

Under the circumstances Mrs. Poffenberger is not entitled to the
other relief prayed.

+ is thereupon, this 9th day of August, 1971, by the
Circuit Court for Carroll County, in Equity, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and
DECREED that Merle L. Poffenberger, Cross-Claimant, be, and he is
hereby, divorced a vinculo matrimonii from Oakie Edna Estella
Poffenberger, Cross-Respondent. It is further ORDERED that the
Bill of Complaint filed herein by Owkie Edna Estella Poffenberger,

Complainant, be, and it is hereby, Dismissed.

It is further ORDERED that Merle L. Poffenberger, Cross-
Complainant, pay the costs of thes proceedings, as taxed by the

Clerk of this Court.

WANDA LOU DePUEY NO. 12068 EQUITY
Plaintiff IN THE
-V- CIRCUIT COURT

ROBERT W. DePUEY FOR
Defendant. CARROLL COUNTY

OPINION AND DECREE

This case arises out of a bill of complaint for a di-

vorce a vinculo matrimonii filed on January 14, 1971, by Wanda

Lou DePuey against her husband, Robert W. DePuey. The grounds
for divorce are voluntary separation for over eighteen (18)
months., The Defendant filed an answer on February 18, 1971, and
the matter came before the Court for hearing on the merits on
July 30, 1971.

There is no dispute as to the facts in the case, in-
cluding the fact that the parties have voluntarily lived separate
and apart for more than 18 months prior to the filing of this
suit and that there is no hope or expectation of a reconciliation
between them. The Defendant has stated under oath that he agrees
to the Court placing the sole issue of the marriage, Charles
William DePuey, in the custody of the mother, Plaintiff. The
questions left for the Court are the support for the child and
the determiniation of property rights and the division of pro-
perty or sale and division of proceeds in lieu thereof.

Considering the income and expenses of both parties we
think that Robert W. DePuey can pay $14.00 per week towards the
support of Charles William DePuey.

The testimony at the hearing is clear as tc the owner-

ship of chattels personal in the marital home. The attached lists

ADed- 0“"‘& 12,\q
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(Numbered I, II and III) which are incorporated by reference, here-
in state division of the property according to the testimony.

List I represents that property belonging to the husband, List

II represents property belonging to the wife, List III represents
property held jointly by the husband and wife as tenants by the
entireties (of course, this property becomes tenancy in common
subsequent to the granting of the divorce). This procedure was

recognized and accepted in Joyce v. Joyce, infra.

Article 16, Section 29 of the Annotated Code of Mary-
land (1957 revised) spells out the equity court’s power to de-

termine ownership of property:

mWhenever a court shall grant a divorce a
mensa et thoro or a divorce a vinculo matrimo-
nii, it shall have the power to hear and deter-
mine all questions which may arise between the
parties to such proceeding in connection with
the -ownership of personal property (except
chattels real) held, possessed or claimed by
either or both of them, and shall have the
power to make a division of such property be-
tween them, or order a sale thereof and a di-
vision of the proceeds of such sale, or make
such other disposition thereof as the court
may dem proper.”

It follows then that the court has no function in division or
distribution of real property or chattels real. See: Bailey va.
Bailey, 218 Md. 527, 147 A2 747 (1959, Hammond, J.).

The power of the Court is primarily a determinative

function regarding property rights, and the Court does not have

the power to award the property of one spouse to another. Brucker

v. Benson, 209 Md. 247, 121 A2 230; Lopez v. Lopez, 206 Md. 509,

; 2
112 A2 466; Dougherty v. Dougherty, 187 Md. 21, 48 A 451l.

The right to personal property in either spouse is

clearly stated in the recent case of Joyce V. Joyce, Md. 5
2

692, Daily Record of July 23, 1971 (Orth, J.) wherein the

o

wee Do 24

wife appealed the Chancellor’s property disposition incident to
a decree of divorce a mensa et thoro. Said the Court (276 A°
692, 695):
"The pellucid status of the law today leaves

no distinction as to the property in chattels

personal between a husband and a wife. The hus-

band retains property in the chattels personal

which were his when he entered the marital sta-

tus and holds for his sole and separate use the

chattels personal he acquires during coveture;

the wife retains in the chattels personal which

were hers when she entered the marital status

and holds for her sole and separate use the

chattels personal she acquires during coveture.”

Bpplying this rule of law to the instant case, the un-
disputed testimony established that certain property was brought
to the marriage by each spouse, that some property was bought or
acquired by each spouse for their separate use, and that other
property was either bought or acquired by them jointly or bought
by one and a part or all of the interest therein was relinquished
to the other. The origin of the remaining property was never
introduced into evidence and it is therefore presumed that the
spouses held such property as tenants by the entireties. The
lists hereto attached enumerate the several origins of the vari-
ous properties as explanation for their respective distribution.

It is noteworthy that as to property acquired subse-
quent to the marriage, where one spouse paid for the property or
was the sole donee of the property and that property was used in
the marital home, the burden is on the other spouse to show by

sufficient evidence that the purchasing or donee spouse relin-

quished part or all of his property interest. In Joyce v. Joyce,

supra, the Court stated (267 A2 692, 698):

#In Maryland, in the absence of proof suf-
ficient to show that the owner divested himself

o=
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of his property in them, chattels personal ac-

quired by gift belong to the donee and chat-
tels personal acquired by purchase belong to

the one who paid for them, whether or not they

are used in the marital home.”

The ownership of the property having been determined
from the evidence, it remains for the Court to make disposition
in accordance therewith., Of course, the property which belongs
to the individual spouses (List I and List II) will go to those
persons respectively. As to that property owned equally by the

parties (List III) the case of Abell v. Abell, Md. , 277

Py

A“ 629, Daily Record of August 3, 1971 (Morton, J.) states the
responsibility -of the court. The case was an appeal by the wife,

after divorce, from the Chancellor’s disposition of the property

(most of which was held jointly). The Court held (277 Az 629,

632):

*Thus, having found that the personal
property was held equally by the parties, the
Chancellor was powerless to do anything more
under the terms of Section 29 (Art. 16, An-
notated Code of Maryland) than to make an
equal divison between the parties of the jointly
owned property or the alternative, to order a
sale of the property or such part thereof
deemed necessary to effect an equal division,
and to order the proceeds of the sale to be
equally divided between the parties.”

Where the jointly held property is stock, bonds, de-

bentures, etc. such as was the case in part in Abell v. Abell,

supra, an equal division can be accomplished by parceling out
equal shares of the property in question. The jointly held
property in the present case is not so amenable to division and
therefore presents, in lesser degree, the problem which Solomon
faced in I Kings, Chapt. III, v. 16 et seq. when he threatened
to halve a child to whom two women claimed maternity. This

-4-
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Court does not choose to sever the individual pieces of personal-
ty and cannot equitably divide the total mass. Therefore, the
sole resolution remaining is to order a sale of all that pro-
perty in List III and direct that the proceeds therefrom be,
after deduction of costs of the sale, distributed equally to the
parties in accordance with Subtitle BR of the Maryland Rules of
Procedure.

It will be noticed that the dog, a miniature schnauser,
is not mentioned in any of tﬁe three attached lists. The evi-
dence at trial establishes that the dog was bought by Mr. DePuey;
and while Mr. DePuey testified that it was bought on a "lark”,
the uncontradicted testimony of the wife was that the dob was
bought as a pet for the infant child. Therefore, the Court
should find that the dog is not the property of either spouse
and not subject to the order of the Court. While it appears that
Mr. DePuey has possession of the dog, whether his possession is
wrongful is not now before the Court, and so the Court need not
and cannot rule on that question. The same situation exists as
to the nativity set.

Also unmentioned in the lists are the swimming pool and
tractor. These properties were purchased jointly by Mr. and Mrs.
DePuey and the parents of Mr. DePuey and apparently was held by
tenancy in common with the DePuey’s holding their share a- te-
nants by the entireties. Divorce will create interests of te-
nancy in common in the husband and wife as far as their undi-
vided shares are concerned. This Court cannot make disposition
of the property since property so held does not come under the
umbra of Article 16, Section 29,

o=
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Tt is thereupon, this 12th day of August, 1971, by the
Circuit Court for Carroll County, in Equity, ADJUDGED, ORDERED
and DECREED that Wanda Lou DePuey, Plaintiff, be, and she is
hereby, divorced a vinculo matrimonii from Robert W. DePuey, De-
fendart. It is further ORDERED that the said Wanda Lou DePuey
be awarded the care and custody of the infant child of the par-
ties, Charles William DePuey, and that Robert W. DePuey pay unto
the said Wanda Lou DePuey, through the Clerk of the Circuit Court
for Carroll County, the sum of Fourteen Dollars ($14.00) per week,
accounting from the date of this order, toward the support of
said infant child until he shall become 21 years of age, die,
marry, or become self-supporting.

it is further ORDERED that Daniel F. Thomas, Esquire,
and David D. Patton, Esquire, be, and they are hereby, appointed
Trustees to sell the personal property set forth under List III,
attached hereto, pursuant to the provisions of sub-title BR of
the Maryland Rules of Procedure and, after the deduction of all
proper costs and expéﬁses, they are directed to divide the re-
mainder equally between said Wanda Lou DePuey and Robert W.
DePuey. (List I to Robert W. DePuey. List II to Wanda Lou DePuey).

Tt is further that Wanda Lou DePuey and Robert W. De-

Puey equally pay the costs of these proceedings, as taxed by the

Cierk of this Court.

o Sl _éS

JOSEPH W. STOREY, JR., NO. 12150 EQUITY
Plaintiff IN THE
Vs CIRCUIT COURT
JOAN E. STOREY, FOR

Defendant CARROLL COUNTY

DECREE

This cause came on for hearing on August 13, 1971.
After considering all the testimony and particularly that of the
Plaintiff and the Defendant, each of whom was represented by
counsel of record, the Court rendered its oral opinion and
Decree. This Decree is in conformity therewith.

It is this %{? day of August, 1971, ORDERED that
the Plaintiff, Joseph W. Storey, Jr., be and he is hereby
divorced a vinculo matrimonii from the Defendant, Joan E. Storey.

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that the
guardianship and custody of the infant children of the parties,
namely, Sandra Elaine Storey (born January 8, 1963) and Sharon
Elizabeth Storey (born March 19, 1964) be and is hereby awarded
to the Plaintiff, Joseph W. Storey, Jr., with the right unto
the Defendant, Joan E. Storey, to visit said children at
reasonable times and under proper circumstances, all subject to
the continuing jurisdiction of this Court.

And it is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Joseph

W. Storey, Jr., pay the costs of these proceedings.
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CLIFFORD LOUIS RAMEZY 3 No. 12213 Equity
Plaintiff ] in the
vs Circuit Court

MURIEL JUANITA RAMEY : for
Defendant : Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this _,2:‘{_ day of September, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
Clifford Louis Ramey, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant,Muriel Juanita Ramey; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the

Plaintiff, Clifford Louis Ramey, pay the cost of these pro-

ceedings.

P94l Sedt- 3
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CHARLES L. FRINGER NO. 12144 EQUITY
Complainant IN THE
V= CIRCUIT COURT

HILDA M. FRINGER FOR
Defendant, CARROLL COUNTY.

OPINION AND DECREE

In this case, Charles L. Fringer, Complainant, has
filed suit for a divorce against Hilda M. Fringer, Defendant,
alleging adultery on the part of the said Defendant. He also
seeks the guardianship, custody and control of the four children
born to the parties, namely: Ronald L. Fringer, 18, Marsha
Fringer, 16, Donna Fringer, 13 and Shelly Fringer, 6.

We think that the proof is sufficient to sustain the
charge of adultery on the part of the Defendant, Hilda M. Fringer,
The testimony of Charles L. Fringer as corroborated by Ronald L,
Fringer and Doris Dell indicate the disposition as well as the
opportunity on the part of Mrs. Fringer and her paramour, Richard
Bull, to have committed adultery.

The question of the custody of the children presents a
somewhat more difficult problem. Of course, our primary consi-
deration is whether the best interest and welfare of the children
would be promoted by granting custody to the father or to the
mother. Ordinarily, the custody of children of tender ages are
granted to the mother unless she is shown to be unfit. Although
Mrs. Fringer has been found to have committed adultery, we do not
now understand that she is living with Richard Bull or that he is
still being entertained in her home. This being so the Court of

Appeals has said that shke is not unfit to care for these children.

Fd le.q.t 8,197
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With the exception of Shelly L. Fringer, we have heard

from the children that they would prefer to go with the father.

In this regard we call attention to the case of Fanning v. Warfield,

252 Md. 18, at page 24, where the Court said:

»The weight to be given the wish for a child
in a custody case depends on the contribution the
reasons for that wish made to the solution of the
ultimate test, the best interests and welfare of

the child.”
In the case of Ronald Fringer, it would appear that he
should be with his father as we cannot find that he would be of

much assistance to his mother because of his allergy to work. Since

he has long since dropped out of school, it is our opinion that this

boy should be made to get a job by the father and not allowed to
lay around the house being cared for by his younger sisters. We
will not consider him as a dependent of the Complainant when al-

lowing for the support to be paid to the Defendant for the children

in her custody.

Marsha Fringer, who apparently has taken over the mother’s
job in the household, with the help of Donna, prefers to remain with
her father by reason of the fact that she is to be gradv=ted from
high school this year and she is reticent to change schools as it
would be necessary for her to do in the event she moved in with
her mother. Considering this and her age, we think that it is a

cogent reason for her desire and will, therefore, grant her custody

to the father.

Donna Fringer has voiced the same desire based on the
same reason excepting that she is not presently expecting to be

graduated. She just does not want to leave her school and her

friends. We think that a wish so founded contributes little to

4=
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7the best interests and welfare of the child”. We see little
reason in feeling that she cannot establish new friends and matri-
culate successfully in a new school. Since school is just starting,
it would appear that this could be accomplished immediately.

In the case of Shelly L. Fringer, we think that she is of
such tender years that she would be much better off with her
mother. We understand that a respected friend of Mrs, Fringer’s
would stay with the children during those hours of the day when
Mrs. Fringer finds it necessary to be away working.

It is thereupon, this 8th day of September, 1971, by the
Circuit Court for Carroll County, in Equity, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and
DECREED that Charles L. Fringer, Complainant, be, and he is hereby,
divorced a vinculo matrimonii from the Defendant, Hilda M. Fringer.
It is further ORDERED that the guardianship, custody and control
of Ronald L. Fringer and Marsha L. Fringer be awarded to the said
Charles L. Fringer, and that the guardianship, custody and control
of Donna L. Fringer and Shelly L. Fringer be awarded to Hilda M.
Fringer, with reasonable rights of visitation to all parties. It
is further ORDERED that the said Charles L. Frianger pay unto the
said Hilda M. Fringer, through the Clerk of the Circuit Court for
Carroll County, the sum of Nine Dollars ($9.00) per week per child,
or a total of Eighteen Dollars ($18.00) per week, toward the sup-
port and maintenance of Donna L. Fringer and Shelly L. Fringer,
accounting from the date of this order.

It is further ORDERED that Charles L. Fringer pay the

costs of these proceedings, as taxed by the Clerk p
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JANET L. BAUBLITZ e In the
Plaintiff g Circuit Court
Vs g for
GEORGE W. BAUBLITZ g Carroll County

Defendant : No. 12190 Equity

DECREE OF DIVORCE

This cause standing ready for hearing, testimony having been
heard in opén court, and being submitted,

It is thereupon, this'ﬁﬁgf day of September, 1971, by the
Circuit Court for Carroll County, in Equity, ADJUDGED, ORDERED
and DECREED that the said Janet L. Baublitz, the above-named
Plaintiff, be and she is hereby divorced a vinculo matrimonii
ffom the Defendant, George W. Baublitz.

And it is further ORDERED that the Defendant,

George W. Baublitz, pay the costs of these proceedings.

F/ch. SePf /0, 197/
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LINDA CAROL FOLEY
Plainei it
VS
NEIL DOUGLAS KFOLEY

Defendant

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read =nd considered by the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this Lﬂ_»/f day of Q%_},:Zr 3
Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named B FanigmGa di,
Linda Carol Foley, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRI-
MONII" from the Defendant, Neil Douglas Foley; and

It ig further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Neil Douglas Foley, Jr., the infent child ef
the parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Flaintiff,
Linda Carol Foley, with the right unto the Defendant, Neil Douglas
Foley, to visit said child at reasonable times and under proper
circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction
of this'@eurt; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Neil Douglas Foley, pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Linda Carol Foley,
thz sum of $10.00 per week toward the support of the infant child,
subject to the further Crder of this Court; anc

It is further ORDERED that the pertinent terms of the Agreement
by and between the parties hereto dated March 19, 1970, and filed in
this cause of action, be and they are hereby approved and made a
part hereof as if fully set forth herein;

And it is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff pay the cost of

these proceecings.
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PATRICIA ANN SHIFFLETT No. 12138 Equity
Plaintiff - in the
vs Circuit Court
JACK OSCAR SHIFFLETT S for

Defendant 2 Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this /QZyday of afg& ,

Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
Patricia Ann Shifflett, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Jack Oscar Shifflett; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the
Defendant, Jack Oscar Shifflett, pay the cost of these pro-

ceedings.

mx D ome 3D

BONNIE DOWNING LEE No. 12173 Equity
Plaintiff in the

vs Circuit Court

HAROLD BERRYMAN LEE c for
Defendant Carroll County

DECREE
This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this /_sz day of C%hgﬁ b

Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
Bonnie Downing Lee, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Harold Berryman Lee; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Robert Scott Lee, Berry Neal Lee and Cameron
Mark Lee, the infant children of the parties hereto, be and it is
hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff, Bonnie Downing Lee, with the
right unto the Defendant, Harold Berryman Lee, to visit said
children at reasonable times and under proper circumstances, all
subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Harold Berryman Lee, pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Bonnie Downing
Lee, the sum of $25.00 per week per child, for a total of $75.00
per week, toward the support of the minor children, subject to the
further Order of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Defendant, Harold Berryman Lee,

pay the cost of these proceedings.
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FAYE Z. BLOOM : No. 11667 Equity
Plaintiff : in the
Vs 3 Circuit Court
KENNETH EUGENE BLOOM 3 for

Defendant } Carroll County
DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:
WHEREUPON IT ‘IS ORDERED this &'4 day ofﬁ, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventf}cngt the above-named Plaintiff, Faye Z.
Bloom, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII"
f;om the Defendant, Kenneth Eugene Bloom; and ‘

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the
guardianship and custody of Kenneth Eugene Bloom, Tammy Jean
Bloom and Melissa Marie Blooﬁ, the infant children of the
parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff,
Faye Z. Bloom, with the right unto the Defendant, Kenneth Eugene
Bloom, to visit said children at reasonable times and under
proper circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing
jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the De-
fendant, Kenneph Eugene Bloom, pay direct unto the Plaintiff,
Faye Z. Bloom, the sum of $10.00 per week for each child, for
a total of $30.00 per week, toward their support, subject to
the further Orders of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the De-

fendant, Kenneth Eugene Bloom, pay the cost of these proceedings.
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MARLENE DELORES WHEELER No. 12157 Equity
Plaintiff g in the

vs 3 Circuit Court

WILLIAM WALTER WHEELER : for
Defendant 2 Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings wére read and considered by the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this Z_{_’ day of September, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Marlene
Delores Wheeler, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII"
from the Defendant, William Walter Wheeler; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Donma Ann Wheeler, Cheri Darlene Wheeler, and
Robin Carroll Wheeler, the infant children of the parties hereto,
be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff, Marlene Delores
Wheeler, with the right unto the Defendant, William Walter Wheeler,
to visit s2id children at reasonable times and under proper circum-
stances; all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of
this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
William Walter Wheeler, pay to the Plaintiff through the Clerk of
the Court, the sum of $15.00 per week per child, for a total of
$4,5.00 per week, toward their support, subject to the further Order
of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Defendant, William Walter
Wheeler, pay $200.00 to G. Edwin Robertson, Esquire, attorney for
the Plaintiff, for counsel fee; and

It is further ORDERED that the Defendant pay the cost of

these proceedings.

FiLed-Serr 14,197
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James E. Nickoles * No. 12017 Equity
Box 539 - Mineral Hill Road
Sykesville, Maryland 21784 * In The
Plaintiff ¥ Circuit Court
vS. * for
Brenda Nickoles * Carroll County,
Gaither Manor Apartments

Sykesville, Maryland 21784 * Maryland

Defendant * 22/148

This cause standing ready for hearing, testimony having

been heard in open Court, Agreement between the parties having
‘been offered in evidence and the Agreement having been read and
the proceedings by the Court considered ,

It is thereupon, this ézﬁ/day ofme,zgl97l, by
the Circuit Court for Carroll County, in Equity, adjudged,
ordered and decreed that the said James E. Nickoles, Plaintiff,
be, and he is hereby, divorced A VINCULO MATRIMONII from the
Defendant, Brenda Nickole;.

It is further ordered and decreed that the custody and
guardianship of the two minor children born of this marriage,
James Edward Nickoles, Jr., born April 1, 1962, and Robert
William Nickéles, born March 3, 1964, be and the same is hereby
awarded unto Brenda Nickoles, Defendant, subject to the further
order of this Court, with the right and privilege on the part
of the Plaintiff to have reasonable visitation privileges with
said two children. It was shown by the testimony in this case

that the parties Plaintiff and Defendant had agreed that the

Plaintiff should have the children with him on each Sunday from

Fided. Sspt- Tl
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12:00 o'clock noon until 9:00 o'clock p.m. but that while the
children were in school the Plaintiff should return children

to the mother not later than 7:00 o'clock p.m. The testimony
further was to the effect that the father was to have other
reasonable visitation rights with the children and have the right
to have the children with him at reasonable times but that the
parties would make every effort to amicably agree upon other
times when the father would have right to have children be with
him, estimated at possibly once each week in addition to the
regular privilege of having children with him on each Sunday.
However, the father is to call the mother of the children and
give reasonable notice of such time or times when the father
would desire to have the children with him and each must cooperate
and not be unreasonable in demands on the part of the father to
see the children and the mother not be unreasonable in denial of
such reasonable rights on behalf the father. It is the hope and
desire of the Court tha the parties will find it possible to
reasonably agree upon these rights, duties, privileges and
responsibilities so that it will not be necessary that the Court
be called upon to determine exact days and times for the exercise
of such privileges by the father which frequently are not as
satisfactory to the parties as can be accomplished by both
Plaintiff and Defendant being realistic in their respective
attitude of cooperation and willingness to each recognize and

respect the rights of the other.

It is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that the
Plaintiff, James E. Nickoles, pay to the Defendant, Brenda
Nickoles, accounting from the date hereof, the sum of Thirty-

Five ($35.00) Dollars per week, toward the support, maintenance
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and education of the aforesaid minor shildren of the parties to

this Cause.

It is further ordered and decreed that the terms of

the Separation and Property Settlement Agreement entered into

between the parties, original of which was offered in evidence

in this case, except as to any portion or portions thereof incon-

sistent with the provisions of this Decree, shall be and the same

is hereby approved and made a part of this Decree without incor-

porating the entire provisions of this Agreement in this Decree.

And it is further ordered that the said James E.

Nickoles, Plaintiff, pay the costs of these proceedings which

are due the Clerk of this Court.

CARROLL G. COOL s No. 11963 Equity

Plaintiff in the

vs g Circuit Court

LINDA K., COOL, Infant, and for
ANDRIN L. MORRIS, Mother and
Next Friend Carroll County

Defgndant

DECREE
This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by the
Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this;zZaéf day of September, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Carroll
G. Cool, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII™ from
the Defendant, Linda K. Cool; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Carol Malette Cool and Vincent Joseph Cool, the
minor children of the parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded
unto the Defendant, Linda K. Cool, with the right unto the Plaintiff,
Carroll G. Cool, to visit said children at reasonable times and
under proper circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing
jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that thu Plain-
tiff, Carroll G. Cool, pay direct to the Defendant, Linda K. Cool,
the sum of $145.00 per month toward the support of the minor
children, subject to the further Orders of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the pertiment terms of the agreement
by and between the parties hereto dated July 27, 1970 and filed in
this cause of action, be and they are hereby approved and made a
part hereof as if fully set forth herein; and

It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Carroll G. Cool, pay

the cost of these proceedings.
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ADA MARIE KUYKENDALL s No. 12127 Eauity
Plaintiff 2 in the

fal

“

VS s Circuit

e

DECREE

This cause standing rezdy for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

NWHEREUFON IT IS ORDERED this Qﬁé day of Sem &> ,
Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
\da Marie Kuykendall, be and she is hereby divorced "a VINCULO

ATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Kenneth H. Kuykencall; and

Tt is further ORDERED that the Defendant, Kenneth H. Kuyken-

dall, pav the cost of these proceedings.

Fleol- Sept ==y
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PRISCILLA E. SITES £ No. 12C75 Equity
Plaintiff 0 in the

vs § Circuit Court

ROBERT E. SITES : for

Defendant 2 Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this gg?f day of September, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Priscilla
E. Sites, be and she is hereby divorced "4 VINCULO MATRIMONII"
from the Defendant, Robert E. Sites; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Brenda Sites and Barbara Sites, the infant
children of the parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto
the Defendant, Robert E. Sites, with the right unto the Plaintiff,
Priscilla E. Sites, to visit said children at reasonable times and
under proper circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing
jurisdiction of this Court; and

1t is further ORDERED that the Flaintiff, Priscilla E. Sites,

pay the cost of these proceedings.




SHARON DIANE POLAND : No. 12130 Equity
Plaintiff z in the
vs 3 Circuit Court
LEONARD EUGENE POLAND 3 for

Defendant 3 Carroll County
DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by the
Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this 29{2?‘ day of September, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Sharon
Diane Poland, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII"
from the Defendant, Leonard Eugene Poland; and

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the name
of the Plaintiff, Sharon Diana Poland, be and the same is hereby
changed to Sharon Diane Respalie, her maiden name before her
marriage to the Defendant; and

It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Sharon Diane

Poland, pay the cost of these proceedings.

Fa3ud - Deph- 24197

SAMUEL F. OTTO 3 No. 12180 Equity
Plaintiff z in the

vs 2 Circuit Court

HELGA I. OTTO : for
Defendant g Carrocll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by the
Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this ZE' day of September, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Samuel F.
Otto, be and he is hereby divorced 7A VINCULO MATRIMONII™ from the
Defendant, Helga I. Otto; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Heidi K. Otto, the infant child of the parties
hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Defendant, Helga I.
Otto, with the right unto the Plaintiff, Samuel F. Otto, to visit
said child &; reasonable times and under proper circumstances; all
subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,
Samuel F. Otto, pay direct unto the Defendant, Helga 1. Otto, the
sum of $15.00 per week toward the support of the infant child, sub-
ject to the further Order of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the pertinent
terms of the Agreement by and between the parties hereto dated
January 27, 1970, and filed in this cause of action, be and they are
hereby approved and made a part hereof as if fully set forth herein;

And it is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Samuel F. Otto,

pay the cost of these proceedings.

udge ;;5/’
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WILMER N. FRANKLIN No. 12126 Equity
RICHARD P. CLINE, IN THE

Plaintiff in the CIRCUIT COURT
Plaintiff,

vSs Circuit Court FOR
VS.
CARROLL COUNTY

VIRGINIA L. FRANKLIN for
MARGARET E. CLINE, = Equity No. 12189

*

Defendant g Carroll County
Defendant.

***********************************

BECREE DECREE OF DIVORCE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted The Bill of Complaint and Answer having come on for

hearing before the Court on September 24, 1971, Plaintiff having

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
appe?red and evidence having been taken in Court, it is this

the Court: 774
/% day of September, 1971, by the Circuit Court for Carroll
] /% a f September, Nineteen
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this ZZZ7 day of September, i County, in Equity, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Richard

Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, P. Cline, Plaintiff, be divorced a vinculo matrimonii from

Wilmer N. Franklin, be and he is hereby divorced "4 VINCULO Margaret E. Cline, Defendant: and

MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Virginia L. Franklin; and It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
maiden name of the Defendant, Margaret E. Cline, be restored so

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the
that from henceforth she be known as Margaret Anne Eveland: and

Plaintiff, Wilmer N. Franklin, pay the cost of these pro-
It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

eedings. o . .
2 S Plaintiff pay the costs of this action.

¥

%,

o

Fauled- S)Q(Jl 29T
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BERNARD A. MILLER IN THE

Plaintiff CIRCUIT COURT

vSs. FOR

BETTIE LEE MILLER CARROLL COTINTY

* % % % % % % % ¥

Defendant Equity No. 12121

* k Kk h Kk Kk % Kk *k Kk Kk % Kk Kk Kk * %k Kk * %k Kk %k Kk *x * % * * * *

DECREE OF DIVORCE

The Bill of Complaint and Answer having come on
for hearing before the Court on October 1, 1971, Plaintiff
having appeared and evidence having been taken in Court, it
is this Z day of October, 1971, by the Circuit Court for
carroll County, in Equity, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that
BERNARD A. MILLER, Plaintiff, be divorced a vinculo matrimonii

*

from BETTIE LEE MILLER, Defendant, and,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that

Plaintiff pay the costs of this action.

Faled -Qat 4,191

*

ROMA RAE SHOWER No. 11509 Equity

Plairntiff c in the
Vs Circuit Court

JOHN JOSEPH SHOWER : feor

Defendant & Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court: :
)9/ Cctrber™
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this é 7 day of September, Nine-

teen Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
Roma Rae Shower, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, John Joseph Shower; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Richard Joseph Shower, Randal Lee Shower, and
Deborah Jane Shower, the infant children of the parties hereto, be
and it is hereby awarded unto the Flaintiff, Roma Rae Shower, with
the right unto the Defendant, John Joseph Shower, to visit said
children at reasonable times and under proper circumstances, all
subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
John Joseph Shower, pay to the Plaintiff through the Clerk of the
Court, the sum of $10.00 per week per child, for a total of $30.00
per week, toward their support, subject to the further Orders of
this Court; and

It is further ORDERED, that the Defendant, John Joseph Shower,

pay the cost of these proceedings.

&6d - Ock e, \q T
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ROGER RILL No. 12089 Equity
by Dorothy Rill, his mother
and next friend in the
Plaintiff Circuit Court
Vs for

BRENDA OLIVER RILL, Infant Carroll County

Defendant

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court: :

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this ﬁ day of m, Ni- teen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Roger Rill,
be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII" from the De-
fendant, Brenda Oliver Rill; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,
Roger Rill, pay $150.00 to C. Rogers Hall, Jr., Esquire, attorney
for the Defendant, for counsel fee; and

It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff pay the cost of

these proceedings.

RS- O&R Q1

ROGER P. BAILEY - No. 12183 Equity
Plaintiff in the

vs Circuit Court

MARGARET ANN BAILEY for
Defendant c Carroll County

DECREE

This cau.2 standing ready for hearing and being submitted by

the Plaintiff, the proceedings Wwere read and considered by the

Court;
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this % day of Septembesr, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Roger P.
Bailey, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII" from
the Defendant, Margaret Ann Bailey; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Susan Lee Bailey, Deborah Ann Bailey and
Karen Elizabeth Bailey, the minor children of the parties hereto,
pe and it is hereby awarded unto the Defendant, Margaret Ann Bailey,
with the right unto the Plaintiff, Roger P. Bailey, to visit said
children at reasonable times and under proper circumstances; all
subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,

’Roger P. Bailey, pay, through the Clerk of the Circuit Court for

Carroll County, to the Defendant, the sum of $16.00 per week per
child, for a total of $48.00 per week, toward their support, subject
to the further Orders of this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Roger P. Bailey,

pay the cost of these proceedings.
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JOHN F. RUMMER : No. 12179 Equity

Plaintiff 3 in the

vs 3 Circuit Court

MARGARET V. RUMMER : for

Defendant 2 Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitied

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

3”% October
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this day of Sewsembar, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, John F.
Rummer, be and he is hereby divorced ™A VINCULO MATRIMONII" from

the Defendant, Margaret V. Rummer; ar

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the

Plaintiff, John F. Rummer, pay the costs of these proceedings.

udg ’22;;/ -

EIMA SUE BRADDOCK g No. 12139 Equity

Plaintiff : in the

vs 2 Circuit Court

EMMETT HUDSON BRADDOCK G for
Defendant : Carroll County

DECREE
This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this AE;& day of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Elma

Sue Braddock, be and she is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII"

from the Defendant, Emmett Hudson Braddock; and
It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-

ship and custody of Judy Carroll Braddock, Katherine Lynn Braddock

and Connie Sue Braddock, the infant children of the parties hereto,

be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff, Elma Sue Braddock,
with the right unto the Defendant, Emmett Hudson Braddock, to
visit said children at reasonable times and under proper circum-

stances, all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of

this Court; and

+ is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Emmett Hudson Braddock, pay unto the Plaintiff through the Clerk
of the Circuit Court for Carroll County, the sum of $10.00 per week
per child toward their support, subject to the further Orders of

this Court; and

It is further ORDERED that the Defendant, Emmett Hudson

Braddock, pay the costs of these proceedings.

/

F;M- Qek: 39y




EDWARD A. BOWERS : No. 12204 Equity
Plaintiff J in the

Vs d Circuit Court

PEGGY LEE BOWERS t for
Defendant g Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted by
the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by the
Court;

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this aﬁ{ day of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Edward A.
Bowers, be and he is hereby divorced A VINCULO MATRIMONII"™ from
the Defendant, Pegzy Lee Bowers; and

‘It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED-and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Theresa Lynn Bowers, the infant child of the
parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Defendant,
Peggy Lee Bowers, with the right unto the Plaintiff, Edward A. Bowers,
to visit said child at reasonable times and under proper circum-
stances; all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction of
this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,
Edward A. Bowers, pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Peggy Lee Bowers,
the sum of $20.00 per week toward the support of the minor child,
subject to the further Orders of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Plaintiff

pay the cost of these proceedings.

EE,"’//

TML O 1317
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KAREN NOREEN (WENSCHOFF) GARRETT : No. 12153 Equity
Plaintiff o in the

vs Circuit Court

PHILIP C. GARRETT 2 for
Defendant : Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this‘éfzgrday of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff, Karen
Ncreen (Wenschoff) Garrett, be and she is hereby divorced
"A VINCULO MATRIMONII™ from the Defendant, Philip C. Garrett; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED anl DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Karolyn Garrett, Christina Garrett, and Cynthia
Garrett, the infant children of the parties hereto, be and it is
hereby awarded unto the Plaintiff, Karen Noreen Garrett, with the
right unto the Defendant, Philip C. Garrett, to visit said children
at reasonable times and under proper circumstances; all subject,
however, to the continuing jurisdiction of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Defendant,
Philip C. Garrett, pay direct unto the Plaintiff, Karen Noreen
Garrett, the sum of $15.00 per week per child, for a total of
$45.00 per week, toward their support, subject to the further
Orders of this Court; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the pertinent
parts of the Separation Agreement by and between the parties hereto
dated April 19, 1971 and filed in this cause of action, be and it is
hereby approved and made a part hereof as if fully set forth herein;

and

TLd Ot 14 199
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It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff pay the costs of RONALD W. BOONE No. 12140 Egquity

Plaintiff in the

these proceedings.
Vs Circuit Court

DOROTHY D. BOONE for
Defendant ' Carroll County

ee //
DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted

by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:
WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this Zﬁ’? day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Seventy-one, that ﬁhe above-named Plaintiff, Ronald W.
Boone, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO MATRIMONII"™ from
the Defendant, the said Dorothy D. Boone; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the guardian-
ship and custody of Dennis Boone, Donald Boone and David Boone,
three of the infant children of the parties hereto, be and it is
hereby awarded unto the Defendant, Dorothy D. Boone, with the right
unto the Plaintiff, Ronald W. Boone, to visit said children at
reasonable times and under proper circumstances; and that the
guardianship and custody of Daniel Boone, the other infant child
of the parties hereto, be and it is hereby awarded unto the Plain-
tiff, Ronald W. Boone, with the right unto the Defendant, Dorothy

D. Boone, to visit said child at reasonable times and under proper

circumstances; all subject, however, to the continuing jurisdiction
of this Court; and
It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,
Ronald W. Boone, pay direct unto the Defendant, Dorothy D. Boone,
the sum of $10.00 per week per child for a total of $30.00 per week
toward their support, subject to the further Order of this Court; and
It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff, Ronald W. Boone, pay

the cost of these proceedings.

Fiey- Oy R QW
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CHARLES G. BRIGHTFUL g No. 12143 Equity
Plaintiff s in the

vs Circuit Court

MATILDA A.BRIGHTFUL - for
Defendant : Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this Zﬁlé{ day of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,

Charles G. Brightful, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Matilda 4, Brightful; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the

Plaintiff, Charles G. Brightful, pay the cost of these pro-

ceedings.

fien- Ocr19,19M

STEWART A. YINGLING ] No. 12184 Egquity
Plaintiff 3 in the

Vs 2 Circuit Court

CAROLYN E. YINGLING for
Defendant : Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by

the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this ﬂday of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,
Stewart A. Yingling, be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Carolyn E. Yingling; and

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the

Plaintiff pay the cost of these proceedings.

u g%;;;;/
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JOHN C. DAHLGREEN, JR. s No. 12200 Equity
Plaintiff 2 in the

vs : Circuit Court

JULIA V. DAHLGREEN S for
Defendant 3E Carroll County

DECREE

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted
by the Plaintiff, the proceedings were read and considered by
the Court:

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERED this_zzg?fday of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Seventy-one, that the above-named Plaintiff,

John C. Dahlgreen, Jr., be and he is hereby divorced "A VINCULO
MATRIMONII" from the Defendant, Julia V. Dahlgreen; and
It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the

Plaintiff pay the cost of these proceedings.

/

Judg /9/
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HARRIEIT L. WEBSTER NO. 12036 EQUITY
Plaintiff IN THE
V- CIRCUIT COURT

LAWRENCE W, WEBSTER FOR
Defendant.

OPINION AND DECREE

In this case we have a Bill of Complaint filed on behalf
of Harriett L. Webster, Plaintiff, seeking a divorce from Lawrence|
W. Webster, Defendant, on the grounds of voluntary separation. |

She also seeks alimony and support for the two living children

born to the parties as well as sums of money she alleges to be |
due under the said separation agreement and fee for her attorney's!
services.

The Defendant has filed an Answer admitting the volunta
separation but questioning the amounts due under the agreement asrT
well as the attorney’s tee. He had previously filed a Petition
seeking a reduction of support payments and requesting visitation
with the children "free of harrassment by the Plaintiff - Counter
Defendant”.

The proof adduced at the hearing was sufficient to sub-
stantiate the request for a divorce a vinculo matrimonii on the
ground of voluntary separation, the parties having lived separate
and apart without any hope or expectation of reconciliation for
the statutory period.

The question of alimony is covered by the separation
agreement, being Forty Dollars per week from the date of the
agreement until Daniel Paul Webster enters the first grade or

attains the age of six years. We can assume that this contingencﬁ
!

r
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has happened as Daniel will become six years of age November 19th, about $830.00 per month since the beginning of 1971. The Plain-

1971. It would appear, therefore, that the question of alimony tiff, on the other hand, has an income of $460.00 per month when

is no longer pertinent except as it applies to the arrearage due figured on the basis of the Two Hundred Dollars presently contri-

under the agreement. The parties also included in the agreement buted by the Defendant. It completely escapes us as to how the

Defendant can expect the Plaintiff to support two growing children

that "each of the parties shall be liable solely for his or her

own counsel fees incurred in connection therewith (to obtain a on Two Hundred Dollars per month when he cannot support himself

decree of civorce), and each does hereby release the other from on $630.00 per month. The answer to this is probably in the

any charge or liability for his or her counsel fees”. The parties numerous payments "on account” which the Defendant is obligated to,

further included in the agreement ”that this Agreement shall be exempli gratia, Avco Furnityre, N.A.C., Sears, and Fingerhut, to

subtmitted to the Court having jurisdiction thereof, for its ap- I : say nothing of substantial payments for records. We note that,

proval, and any decree or judgment entered in such action (divorcd) although both parties are sporting 1970 automobiles, his payments

shall make no other provision for the wife, except as hereinabove | amount to $106.37 per month which seems rather substantial con-

provided, and said Court shall be requested by the parties hereto sidering his financial situation. l

After conmsidering the expenses of both parties and that!

to incorporate this Agreement, by reference, in any decree or

|
judgment that may be entered in any such action”. We think, thera- the Defendant is now relieved of any alimony payments by way of ‘

{
the agreement, we are of the opinion he should be able to pay an

fore, that the parties are bound by the statements concerning

alimony and attorneys fees. additional sum of Fifty Dollars per month to his present self es-

We come now to the more difficult question of support tablished sum of Two Hundred Dollars, thereby making a total of

payments for the two children born to the parties. The agreement | Two Hundred, Fifty Dollars per month. We understand that the par-

provides at this time that the Defendant should be paying to the ties have stipulated to the arrearage due as of the date of this

Plaintiff the sum of Thirty-five Dollars per week for the support hearing to be $2840.00 for which we will enter a judgment,

and maintenance of each of said children. The Defendant has set There seems to be no question as <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>